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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because of following reasons: 
In figures 1 and 4, functional blocks should be labeled with 
corresponding functional names. For instance, in figure 1 , block (1 2) is 
suggested to be labeled with — Transceiver--, block (14) with — processor — , 
etc. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should 
not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where 
necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
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renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the 
filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes 
are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 4-1 1 , 1 4, 1 7 and 20 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as 
being in improper form in multiple dependent claims. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 
Accordingly, the claims 4-1 1 , 14, 1 7 and 20 are not been further treated on the 
merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

3. Claims 1 -3, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 4, 1 5, 1 7, 1 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Dahlman et al (6,1 73,1 62), provided in 
the IDS filed on 3/22/05, or under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), as unpatentable over 
Dahlman et al. 
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-Regarding to claim 1 , Dahlman et al discloses a method of power 
control in a mobile telecommunications network, the method (see figure 4) 
carried out in a mobile station for controlling transmit power of a base station, 
the method comprising: 

procedures (28) of calculating a signal strength reference value (SIR) for 
each of a plurality of channels (PDCH1 , PDCH2) in use (the signal strength 
reference being indicated via measure BER or FER of received signals obtained 
based on a previously calculated value for that channel in a power control loop); 
and maintaining the calculated signal strength reference value for a channel at 
or above a predetermined minimum signal strength reference value (SIRreq) (see 
col. 1 , line 66 to col. 2, line 55, col. 5, line 61 to col. 6, line 25, col. 7, line 57 
to col. 8, line 7). 

Further in Dahlman et al, it is inherent that or would be obvious for a 
person skilled in the art that that the invention would be implemented in such a 
way that a composite reference signal strength value (SIR) (see Dahlman et al , 
col. 2, lines 35-40) indicated via the "mean power" of a composite signal for all 
of said plurality of channels received at the mobile station must be greater than 
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the calculated signal strength reference values for the plurality of channels 
otherwise the mobile station would never physically obtain the reference signal 
strength value (SIR) for each of the plurality channel, as desired. 

With such the implementation, Dahlman et al teaches procedure of 
determining a signal strength reference value to be used for all of said plurality 
of channels in use, as the highest of all of the calculated signal strength 
reference values, as claimed. 

-Regarding to claim 2, as applied to claim 1 , Dahlman et al teaches that 
the signal strength reference value for a channel is a Signal-to-interference 
Ratio (SIR) reference value. 

-Regarding to claim 3, Dahlman et al teaches procedure of incrementally 
increasing or decreasing the signal strength reference value dependent upon a 
quality criteria check (see Dahlman et al, col. 2, lines 45-55). 

-Regarding to claim 1 1 , Dahlman et al discloses that the mobile 
telecommunications network uses CDMA (considered here equivalent with the 
limitation "WCDMA") (see col. 1, lines 9-20). 
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-Regarding to claim 1 2, as similarly applied to claims 1 -3 and 1 1 , set 
forth above and herein incorporated, Dahlman et al discloses a mobile station 
(see figure 4) for use in a telecommunications network, wherein the mobile 
station comprises means (28) for performing power control by a method (see 
figure 4) carried out in the mobile station for controlling transmit power of a 
base station, the method comprising: 

procedures (28) of calculating a signal strength reference value (SIR) for 
each of a plurality of channels (PDCH1 , PDCH2) in use (the signal strength 
reference being indicated via measure BER or FER of received signals obtained 
based on a previously calculated value for that channel in a power control loop); 
and maintaining the calculated signal strength reference value for a channel at 
or above a predetermined minimum signal strength reference value (SIRreq) (see 
col. 1 , line 66 to col. 2, line 55, col. 5, line 61 to col. 6, line 25, col. 7, line 57 
to col. 8, line 7). 

Further in Dahlman et al, it is inherent that or would be obvious for a 
person skilled in the art that that the invention would be implemented in such a 
way that a composite reference signal strength value (SIR) (see Dahlman et al , 
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col. 2, lines 35-40) indicated via the "mean power" of a composite signal for all 
of said plurality of channels received at the mobile station must be greater than 
the calculated signal strength reference values for the plurality of channels 
otherwise the mobile station would never physically obtain the reference signal 
strength value (SIR) for each of the plurality channel, as desired. 

With such the implementation, Dahlman et al teaches procedure of 
determining a signal strength reference value to be used for all of said plurality 
of channels in use, as the highest of all of the calculated signal strength 
reference values, as claimed. 

-Claim 1 4 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 1 1 . 

-Regarding to claim 1 5, as similarly applied to claims 1 -3 and 1 1 , set 
forth above and herein incorporated, discloses a base station (see figure 3) for 
use in a telecommunications network, wherein the base station comprises 
means (14) for performing power control by a method (see figure 4) carried out 
in a mobile station for controlling transmit power of the base station, the 
method comprising: 
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procedures (28) of calculating a signal strength reference value (SIR) for 
each of a plurality of channels (PDCH1 , PDCH2) in use (the signal strength 
reference being indicated via measure BER or FER of received signals obtained 
based on a previously calculated value for that channel in a power control loop); 
and maintaining the calculated signal strength reference value for a channel at 
or above a predetermined minimum signal strength reference value (SIRreq) (see 
col. 1 , line 66 to col. 2, line 55, col. 5, line 61 to col. 6, line 25, col. 7, line 57 
to col. 8, line 7). 

Further in Dahlman et al, it is inherent that or would be obvious for a 
person skilled in the art that that the invention would be implemented in such a 
way that a composite reference signal strength value (SIR) (see Dahlman et al , 
col. 2, lines 35-40) indicated via the "mean power" of a composite signal for all 
of said plurality of channels received at the mobile station must be greater than 
the calculated signal strength reference values for the plurality of channels 
otherwise the mobile station would never physically obtain the reference signal 
strength value (SIR) for each of the plurality channel, as desired. 
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With such the implementation, Dahlman et al teaches procedure of 
determining a signal strength reference value to be used for all of said plurality 
of channels in use, as the highest of all of the calculated signal strength 
reference values, as claimed. 

-Claim 1 7 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 1 1 . 

-Regarding to claim 1 8, as similarly applied to claims 1 -3 and 1 1 , set 
forth above and herein incorporated, discloses a telecommunications network, 
comprising means (28) for performing power control by a method (see figure 4) 
carried out in a mobile station for controlling transmit power of a base station, 
the method comprising: 

procedures (28) of calculating a signal strength reference value (SIR) for 
each of a plurality of channels (PDCH1 , PDCH2) in use (the signal strength 
reference being indicated via measure BER or FER of received signals obtained 
based on a previously calculated value for that channel in a power control loop); 
and maintaining the calculated signal strength reference value for a channel at 
or above a predetermined minimum signal strength reference value (SIRreq) (see 
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col. 1 , line 66 to col. 2, line 55, col. 5, line 61 to col. 6, line 25, col. 7, line 57 
to col. 8, line 7). 

Further in Dahlman et al, it is inherent that or would be obvious for a 
person skilled in the art that the invention would be implemented in such a way 
that a composite reference signal strength value (SIR) (see Dahlman et al , col. 
2, lines 35-40) indicated via the "mean power" of a composite signal for all of 
said plurality of channels received at the mobile station must be greater than 
the calculated signal strength reference values for the plurality of channels 
otherwise the mobile station would never physically obtain the reference signal 
strength value (SIR) for each of the plurality channel, as desired. 

With such the implementation, Dahlman et al teaches procedure of 
determining a signal strength reference value to be used for all of said plurality 
of channels in use, as the highest of all of the calculated signal strength 
reference values, as claimed. 

-Claim 20 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 1 1 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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4. Claims 4-10 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the objection(s), 
set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

5. Claims 13,16 and 1 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. References 6873856, 6622024 and 6285887 are 
additionally cited because they are pertinent to the claimed method and 
associated system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Sanh D. Phu whose telephone number 
is (571)272-7857. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th from 7:00- 
17:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on (571) 272- 
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41 77. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7- 
91 97 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 



Sanh D. Phu 
Examiner 
Division 261 8 
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